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ARTICLE WASHINGTON POST
oumm 12 October 1985

But Why, Jeane Kirkpatrick, Is It ‘Disloyal’

- a person mentioned in Jeane Kirkpetrick’: piece as
\ "of: o(pt.i:e American witnesses” who * ;op-nwt?ty
clearanceuaconmctemployeeo(theCIAu recen
as 1983,” 1 wish to respond. , L the
Kirkpatrick declares that Nicaragua s case against the
United States displays “some unusual chamtem:.u STAT
This is true. It is.an unusual case. The United States "
openly committed, iilegal acts—violations of the UN.
ang OAS charters. ag well as U.S. law. It now seeks to .
deny Nicaragua legal redress on the gronmdt—unuaual_
to say the least—that when such |llqgal acts arewcamedw_
out under the rubric of “U.S. policy toward“ t
* America” they are’somehow transformed into “potitica/
questm\..mtapproprhﬁefofpmal ofetio. "
" How convenient to change murder, fape,
"~ ‘pigacy into “politichl questions.” ﬁ? m*\'{nd
" . She expresses .

This is the core of her argument and, prep'ueb,_n.nnt
e P s ok oy o the pres

- policy of the U.S. (not . :
dent)?A:ﬂwasthedecisim(toadoptdlhpeky)“m_

have no obligation to support what I oppose nor, absent a
declaration of war, to refrain from opposition. At my age, |
need no Jeane Kirkpatrick, whose values and opihibns I re-
gard as no more valid nos informed than my own, to lec-
ture me on my duty to-say.country or to clioose my ene-

niies for me. ..
—David C. MacMichael
The writer is a senior fellow at the Council on Hemi-
spheric Affairs. :
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